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I have the melancholy 
suspicion that j Catholic 
self-hatred will inever go 
away. 

I 
i 

W e wil l never respect 
our own heritage, we will 
always vie with critics 
outside the Church in 
denouncing ourselves, 
we will be a permanent 
second-rate element of 
the American population 
because we ourselves 
have come to be per

suaded by nativist myth 
that if it's Catholic it's no 
good. 

Take for example a 
n e w P a u l i s t Press 
booklet. Parish-Religious 
Education. One of the 
authors. Dr. Stephen 
Schmidt, teaches in the 
graduate program of 
rel igious studies at 
Chicago's M u n d e l e i n 
college. His essay, " O n 
Christian Nurture: Urban 
America U.S.A." is a 
v ic ious, i r responsible 
attack on urban ethnics 
a n d n e i g h b o r h o o d s . 
Professor Schmidt is not 
Catho l ic , but for a 
C a t h o l i c p u b l i s h i n g 
company and a Catholic 
college to provide him 
with platforms to vilify 
Catholic ethnics is an 
absolute disgrace. 

Chicago, according to 
Dr. Schmidt, is "under. 
Cod's word of judgment. 

punished for its sins by its 
sins . . . marked by its 
structures w i thdeath . . . -
fiN is a violent city, the . 
cjty of the "Haymarket 
Kiot,. the St. Valentine's 
Day massacre o f , Al 
Capone. Its reputation as 
al crime center is well-
earned. It is a city where 
eVil flourishes both in 
organized crimes and 
a m o n g the c i t izens 
themselves." One would 
think that there" is no 
violence in other cities, 
trjat "organized crime" is 
not far more powerful in 
New York or Las Vegas, 

. and that Chicago is the 
only city in the country 
where evil fourishes. 

jBut c r i m e a n d 
violence, according to 

^ Schmidt, is not the only 
or! even the principal 
judgement of God on 
Chicago. "The melting 
po|t never melted . . . 
C h i c a g o r e m a i n s a 

divided city where one. 
t a n cross from _one_ 
|»eighborhood to another 

Jnd f i n d each, one 
e p a n a t e , p r o u d , 

threatened . . . Pluralism. 
j's no sign of community; 
it is . a sign . . . of 
Prejudice and parochial 
invertedness, a sign of 
jjudgment. Cod's per
mission of Babel in the 
midst of a mass com-
lipunity." 

One does not know 
vj/hether to be more 
jhocked by his moral 
rrogance or the in

tellectual i rresj jM^pil i ty 
of such a c h a r ^ M f a m a 
professional tdHBugian 
on the staff xfy an in
s t i t u t i o n of h igher 
learning. Dr. Schmidt 
simply doesn't know 
vfhat he is talking about. 
Given at the height of the 
immigration ,era before 
tjjie First Wor ld War, the 
famous Polish com

m u n i t y i a r o u n d St . 
Stanislaus Kostka Church 
on thej rjnorthwesfc side 

fwas in, fact only naif 
P o l i s h ! 'When Polish 
immigrants first came 
into ithe', neighborhood, 
the Germans .who were 
already! there shared 
their crWches with them 
until the Poles could get 
t h e i r ojwn p a r i s h e s 
organized. The Poles and-

the Germans lived side 
by side . fn peace and 
relative friendship for 
many years, as do now 
the Poles and Hispanics 
in the same neigh
borhood. 

Mayor Daley's home 
n e i g h b o r h o o d o f 
Bridgeport, so dearly 
hated &by the Studs 
Terkels iand the Mike 
Roykos 6f the city, has 
within one square mile 
P o l i s h , | L i t h u a n i a n , 
Czech, Slovak, Croatian, 
Italjain j; and " I r i s h " 

p a r i s h e s - w i t h ' a sub
stantial proportipn of 
H i s p a n i c s in. ' - . t h e : 

parochial schools of all 
the parishes. One would 
l}e hard put to think of a 
m o r e p l u r a l i s t i c 
neighborhood anywhere 
in the world. 

That there is prejudice 
and bigotry in Chicago I 
would not deny. There is 
prejudice and bigotry in 
al l large d ivers i f ied 
urban centers. But 
Schmidt's judgment that 
ethnic diversity leads to 
ehtnic bigotry is a 
prioristic and not sup
ported by the empirical 
data. Ethnic Catholics 
a r e in f a c t l ess 
p r e j u d i c e d a g a i n s t 
blacks than are non-
ethnic white Americans, 
and ethnic neighborhood 
parishes are far more 
important institutions of 
plural ist ic integrat ion 
t h a n t h e y a r e of 
parochial separation. 

rWORD FOR ̂  
SUNDAY 

" v ..... 
" * \ Albert Shamon _ 

Sunday's Readings: (R3) jn . 
20:1-9. (R1) Acts 10:34, 37-43. 
(r2)Ccl. 3:1-4. 

«. , Toward the end of the 
reign of the Caesars, a monk 
went to Rome. His name 
was Telemachus. When he 
saw^ the games in the 
Coliseum for the first time, 
he was appalled, at the 
destruction of l ife taking 
place. When the gladiators 
stood before Caesar and 
said, " W e who are about to 

£ die salute you ," he sprang 
forward and cried out, " In 
the name of Christ, for
bear!" 

Everyone laughed. "A 
new c lown a c t , " they 
thought. 

As the gladiators started 
to fight, Telemachus rushed 
down into the arena and got 
b e t w e e n t h e m . A g a i n 
everybody laughed. But 
soon the mood changed. 
The crowd became im
patient with , Telemachus, 
who wouldn't quit. They 
began to scream, "Run him 
through!" Then a sword 
flashed and Telemachus lay 
dead. The games went on 

- that day, but somehow the 
fun was gone. Many people 
left the Coliseum. 

Soon af ter that , the 
games ceased. One man's 
death made all the dif
ference. 

A prominent feature of 
Easter is the fragrant, white 

' Easter lily. Its trumpetl ike 
blossom blares ^bat one 
man's death has 'b rought 

<£«aiew hope to the world, has 
made so radical difference 
in the world that everything 

in history that happened 
before His death is labeled 

\ B.C. and everything after, as 
!"t -A.D. M a n no longer need 
: hate his fe l lowman and be 

alienated from God. M a n 
can once more walk in 
peace wi th his neighbor and 
God . O n Christmas, angels 

' promised,, this peace; on 
j Easter, H e offered' i t— • 

"Peace be with you." , -• -

But a gift offered must be 
accepted. So many are 
unable to celebrate Easter 
because they havei not risen 
wi th Christ, accepted His 
offer in t h e Sacrament of 
Reconci l iat ion. Ojld hurts 
a f £ Ciiddledi with.i;h ; hearts, 
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old hatesea**** •BPSOT! W^hern 

..is no peace within, and so 
little joy, because there is 
(iot peace without— bet
ween us and neighbor and 
Sod . 

\ Yet at Mass each Sunday, 
yve turn and say, "The peace 
of Christ be with you." A 
husband to wife and wife to 
husband, parents to children 
and -children to parents, 
rietghbor to neighbor. Yes, in 
church. But wait un t i l -we 
get home, or out in the 
parking lot. 

W e are so often not 
unlike the woman who 
provided a tombstone for 
her husband. O n it she 
inscribed two sentences. 
The first read, "Rest in 
peace." The second read, 
"Unti l we meet again." Both 
statements are good when 
t^ken a lone , but put 
t o g e t h e r t h e y d o n ' t 
somehow come: out right. 
That can be the problem 
with our using, the word 
"peace." W e so often use it 
in a l imited sense: peace in 
church, but wait until we 
meet again outside, i 

The great men of history 
were passing in front of 
God. 

JAs Moses passed by, God 
said to him. " W h a t did you 
giiye to your people?" 

;Moses answered; "f gave 
them the Law." 

God replied. "And what 
did they raa\fce of it?'. 

: -\-
;"$in," said Moses. 

;Then Charlemagne passed 
by and God said, "What did 
ypu give your people?" 

jHe said, " I gave them an 
alitar for the worship of the-
one true God. 

"And w h a l did they make 
of it?" God asked. 

He replied, "A stake for 
the burning of.heretics." 

F ina l ly , Jesus Christ 
passed in front- of His 
Father, who* asked, "What 
did you give^your people?" 

Jesus replied, 
them peace." 

gave 

"And what ," asked His 
Father, "did they make of 
it?" -z 

"War , " answered Jesus. 

Easter proclaims that this 
need*never,be, if we be. risen 
with Christ. Let Easter be 
Easter for us all. Let there be 

»a true «resurrection— a 
burying of old enmities,, of 
hates and hurts, and a 
resurrection of love and new 
life, of caring and sharing, 
pi giving and forgiving. For 
"Christ our Passover has 
fee^fia^ciflced—". to tying 
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our priests... 

• • J{ ourviewg 

TOEOPEN 
WINDOW 

Fr. 
LoUis Hohman 

Dear Father Hohman, 

Recently I received a 
bulletin from Texas con
cerning 'a community called 
the St. Pius X Society. I t had 

/ ' To Father Atwel l : 

Our March 2 "debate", 
was hardly explosive, and 
11. w a s - p leased that 
despite a bit of Hans 
Kueng hovering over 
your presentat ion of . 
"What Do W e Believe as 
Catholics?", it would 
have sat isf ied most 
faithful ! Catholics. I 
suppose the memory of 
some of your more 
o u t l a n d i s h pronoun
cements throughout the 
years leaves a lingering 
suspicion. Such is the 
price of expression. 

When I left Avon I 
headed for Hornell to do 
a; c o u p l e . tapes on 
W y a l u s i n g f o r o u r 
Magnify the Lord radio 
program the next ddy. It 
was another hour, so I 
shot a tape of Jesuit 
Father Micelli 's radio 
talks into the cassette 
d|eck. The talks were on 
Communism in Italy. 
They clarified for me 
reports in the press of the 
murders , , k idnapp ings 
and maimings of Italian 
j u d g e s , p o l i c e 
businessmen and their , 
families. Whi le listening, 
I : was struck by the*" 
similarities Father Micel l i 
and I share in expressing 
ourselves. Sadly, I am not. 
pleased. And by contrast 
I'.; pondered over your 
own gift of presentation, 
and confess a bit of 
unholy envy. 

, First of all y o u are so 
irnpressively !trim arid 
neat . Father Har ry 
DJPerbecker u£ed to say 
tp Father G^ynor who 
s u c c e e d e d J.you '- in 
Newark; "Fafper Atwell 
wjas Very- neat." This 
applies not only to your 
person and scHpt, but to 
your mind. I t ! is so tidy, 
a ijid ..serves yi>«i jwel j . in 
presentation, whether, in 
lecture, hall, pulpit or o n . 
TV. Your, exposition is 
done with a persuasive 
calm giving 
listeners a 

ON THE 
RlOHT SIDE 

Fr.PaulJ. Cuddy 
an audience, gathering 

| that ever important good 
j.will. j 

• You ' do have an 
1 irritating way of putting 

up straw men to knock 
!• them down. For example: 
: " In the: old days people 
! learned1 the catechism, 
I but did their catechism 
I k n o w l e d g e in f luence 

their lives?" The in-
, ference is. Of course, that 
| it did not. This con-
! elusion t think quite 
j false. The catechism is a 

valuable guide. Studying 
the roacl map to Denver 
iŝ  not | the same as 
travelling the road, but it 
does give direction. The 
catechism guides us in 
this life, and to the next. 

The contrast between 
i your mode of speaking 

andl my own came clear 
! in Father Micelli 's talks. 
; Father M<" is so wrapped 
I up in his subject that he 
gives tJie impression of 
intolerance-and of being 
overbearing. He is so 
s w e e p i n g in h is 
statements that he could 
impel even well-wishers 
t o • p a u s e . T h e s e 
weaknesses I recognize 
in myself. And add to -
those a bit of occasional 
hyperbole to give flare; a 
bit of humor to give life, 
andj A i bit of ^heavy 
handedness'.fn rejection 

reasonableness. You arii. 
arhfable and receptive to < 

to yotfr 
sense of 

will be . " . On the other 
hand I think my strong 
points; are a patent 
conviction, a .facility of 
i l lustration-, a- spon-
taneoujs sense, of humor, 
and: an obvious liking for 
the peopyfe addressed, 
even if they are in op
position, 

Have you read Father 
Avery Dul led beautiful 
article! on the recently 
deceased Father Leonard 
Feeney? . W r i t i n g of 
Father Feeney's early 
days around Harvard, he 
says: Not only was the 
doc t r ine sol id; the 
ora tory was superb. 
Never have I known a 
speaker with such a sense 
of collective psychology. 
Father!Feeney would not 
come fp ;his main point 
until he had satisfied 
himseiljf- t h a t e v e r y 
member of the sudiehce 
was disposed to un
derstand land accept his 
message. Jn the eafly part 
of his jliecture,' he would 
tell ainecdotes, recite 
poemsi' and in various 
ways seek to gain the 
attention and good will 
of aII l! his. hearers . . . 
When' jat j length he had 
t h e . entjire a u d i e n c e 
reacting las a unit, he 
wou ld ! Munch into the 
main ^ody of his talk, 
leading fhem from in
sight t p ; insight, from 
emot ipn to , e m o t i o n , 
until a l l were carried 
away, #p if by an invisible . 
force | permeating the 
a t m o s p h e r e . , . . " 

(America: Feb. 25.) Ex
c e p t irig 
Sheen, ]t k 

a lead article on Archbishop 
LeFebvre and other articles 
which obviously were in 
favor of his position. One of 
the things I read which 
impressed me was. to this 
effect— that priests in 
former days were kind in the 
confessional bu t gave 
definite answers and not just 
what you wanted to hear. 
This sort of rang a bell with 
me. | get the impression our 
priest is bending over 
backwards to be kind in a 
way that seems to be saying 
that whatever I do is O.K. I 
know it can't be that way 
and I'm wondering if I end 
up less motivated to change 
my ways since he makes it 
sound not all that im
portant. Maybe we need 
priests to tel l us more "yes" 
and "no," and not so much 
"maybe." I'm afraid I didn't 
express this very well but I 
hope you got the drift, ... 

(Signed) CC. 

DearC.C, 

Archbishop 
.,, .j'now'hardfy-any 

Catholjc speaker who has 
such gif tsj 

of y^hat 
or f e v i 
s o m e t i n e s m i s u n 
derstood 
alienatio 

.and cause spme 
ri,,. A newpaper 

believe is false 
. T h e s e a re 

Well 
your 
to... .si 
with 
h o u s e 
hospi 
luscibujs 

lemon 
D i e t 

gen. 
sbafc 

V Q M 

ta l 

rnanntplcr me: " I f £>;thing 
<anJ>e.misunderstood, it 

a 
30 

rewa d 
pounds 

thank you for 
i^rous invitation 

:ei.:.the. platform 
".fthainks to your 

bojld f o r t h e 
T|ty; and that 
pork dinner wi th 
pie^ ,Jha>dl9 the 

shop ideal , but 
for having lost 

Wpr l 

IP 
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The. experience1 you Wave 
had is hard to pinpoint, but I 
would like to start my 
a n s w e r w i t h s o m e 
background in format ion . 
The old approach to the 
Sacrament of Penance (and 
I'm sure it's, still the ap
proach of those in the St. 
Pius X Society) is that the 
priest sits in the con
fessional in the role of a 
judge, in a certain real sense 
deciding the extent of a 
person's guilt and dealing 
wi th the person accordingly. 
In the new Rite of Recon
ciliation we are-admonished 
by the Roman Documents 

.to assume rather the role of 
a fellow sinner who is there 
to help celebrate the return 
of this particular sinner to 
God's favor and love, and to 
celebrate also the ways in 
which this perspn can 
become a better individual. 

If a priest has come to the 
point of writing off morality 
to the extent of saying that 
everyone is O.K., then that 
priest has not been doing his 
homework and keeping, up 
with what needs t o . be 
known. Mora l standards are 
alive and wel l and it would 
be ridiculous to give an O.K. 
to that which is sinful. On 
the other hand, in ̂  the 
discussion of subjective 
guilt (that is, the guilt or the 
person, as distinguished 
from.the act) there is a lot of 
room for doubt as* to I the 
extent, of the guilt,"and at 
tinrtjes, this; may. seem like 
catering tP the individual at 
the-expense of moral right 
aodwrongL . 

As I.said at the beginning 
•this is an- arear- whtclj .js 
•extremely^diff icult t o ta lk 
about, -because you [ate 
dealing^ with persons urider 

• ' j ia tMcj iW- rc ir t | imstaftces 

much have to be decided pn 
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